The Magazine of the Real Hare Krsna Movement 
Issue 76, Vol. 1, 2023 “Defeating Tyranny in the Realm of Thought” www.iskconirm.com 


GBC Guru Admits — 
Srila Prabhupada 
7 Is Diksa Guru 


Also in this issue: 


Attack on Srila | 
Prabhupada Escalates | 


GBC Guru Allows for 
Rtvik System 


Guru Means 
Srila Prabhupada 


GBC Gurus acme 
“an to Read 


SS DE DEES STS SSE LSS SEE DDE ET LETTE OPE DEG DOE ERR EIIE, DEB NEDO LEILA LE LEELA OBI VIG ONT IIE EA ITED at 


BACK 70 PRABHUPADA 
Published quarterly 


Founded under the inspiration of 
His Divine Grace A.C. 
Bhaktivedanta Swami 
Prabhupada, Founder-Acdrya, 
International Society for Krishna 
Consciousness (ISKCON) 


Editor: Krishnakant 


Changing address? 

Don’t miss out on your free 
subscription to BTP! Contact 
us as below to update your 
address — or if you wish to un- 
subscribe. 


For more information, and 
letters to the editor, please 
write to: 

Back To Prabhupada 

PO Box 1056, BUSHEY 
GREAT BRITAIN, WD23 3BR 
or email: 
irm@iskconirm.com 
website: 
www.iskconirm.com 


Want to receive B7TP but don’t want 
anyone to see or know? Then ask 
for your subscription to be sent in 
a plain, unmarked envelope. This 


confidential service is offered free 
of charge. Simply let us know. And 
tell potential subscribers about this 
service too. 


Contents Page 


Guru Admits Srila Prabhupada 

BS COPA GIN cc soc rea paa cocatatee 
Allowing the Rtvik Syste 
Proving Prabhupada’s Status......5 
Srila Prabhupada Teaches Guru 


MeansiFlimseltis vette ate startet 6 
Can Any ISKCON Leader Read?....7 
BEPANTCKAGUIVE Nees ewassisscle comets 8 
ISKCON’s Attack Escalates.........12 
Bhagavad-Gita “Editor” Needs To 
Reach eee cee UU tease as 
No Diksd Guru Order Means No 
DIKSEIGUTUS eee eS cose eles ae 14 
Quotes, Notes & News ............ 15 
Hypocrisy Used to Keep Srila 
Prabhupada Ont, ..i...--.-.14.0 16 


Page 2 « Issue 76 « Vol. 1, 2023 « Back To Prabhupada 


Discriminating Against Prabhupada 


Welcome to Issue 76 of Back To Prabhupdda (BTP). 

Below we list anumber of issues that are current 
in ISKCON today: 

a) As we document on page 12, Srila Prabhupada 
and his teachings have extensively been attacked by 
various ISKCON leaders. 

b) ISKCON India, as represented by its organisa- 
tional body, the ICC (Indian Continental Committee), 
stated that ISKCON’s GBC (Governing Body Commis- 
sion) is deviant and hence they reject its authority: 

“the current introduction of Female Diksha Gurus is 
[...] deviant and a misrepresentation of Srila Prabhu- 
pdda’s teachings [...] Therefore, it is resolved that: Un- 
til the GBC resolution on FDG is withdrawn by the GBC 
body, the ICC will not accept the GBC as authority and 
will protest with non co-operation.” 

(Resolution drafted by ISKCON India Bureau on 6/1/22) 

c) GBC voted-in guru HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami 
(“BVKS”) states that the GBC are “enemies” of, and 
at “war” against, Srila Prabhupada’s instructions: 

“a systematic defiance of Srila Prabhupada’s order 
to institute varnasramaa. [...] the GBC has acted as en- 
emies of Srila Prabhupdda’s instruction [...] ISKCON 
leadership's ongoing war against Srila Prabhupada’s 
clearly stated instructions.” 

(BVKS, Discussion with Basu Ghosh Dasa, 13/1/23) 

d) The IRM states that the GBC should keep 
Srila Prabhupada in the centre by keeping him as 
ISKCON’s Acarya and diksd guru, just as he ordered. 

1) The GBC is supposed to be promoting Srila 
Prabhupada and safeguarding his teachings, and 
therefore one expects the GBC to take action in re- 
gard to item a) above. And if the GBC took action 
against any of the parties involved in items b), c) and 
d), one would expect them to take action against 
all of them, since they all involve challenges to the 
GBC’s position on philosophical issues. Yet, for items 
a) to d), the GBC has only taken action against one 
party. Does anyone want to guess which one?! 

2) In regard to b), rather than taking action, the 
GBC has capitulated, as we show in the article on 
page 5. In regard to a) and c), no action has been 
taken by the GBC against those involved. But, in the 


case of d), strict measures involving expulsion have 
been taken against anyone who dares to accept Srila 
Prabhupada as still being the Acarya and diks@ guru 
of ISKCON. 

3) These responses that were taken or not tak- 
en constitute undisputed facts regarding what has 
occurred. The disparity in actions taken is so blatant, 
that any neutral outsider would be able to deduce 
what is going on just from looking at these undisput- 
ed facts, without any knowledge or views about the 
actual issues involved: 

i) The responses to items a) and d) would lead 
one to conclude that ISKCON does not protect Srila 
Prabhupada, but rather protects itself from Srila 
Prabhupada being the guru. 

ii) In regard to the response to item b), such a 
capitulation would mean that political rather than 
philosophical considerations were at play. (And this 
would appear to be correct. In a recent interview dat- 
ed 8/1/23, GBC voted-in guru HG Kalakantha Dasa 
said that a GBC representative told him that the ca- 
pitulation was due to the fact that “the temples in In- 
dia have 70 percent of the assets of ISKCON” and “so we 
have to kind of defer to them’). 

iii) In respect of items b) and c), either the GBC 
are the deviants and enemies of Srila Prabhupada 
as claimed; or, if they are not, then those who have 
made such offensive, egregious claims are guilty of 
being in complete illusion regarding the fine, up- 
standing members of the GBC. Yet, both sides still be- 
lieve that regardless of which outcome is correct, they 
are all still “good as God” diksd gurus, which is clearly 
a contradictory conclusion. Which would mean that 
the one overriding issue is that all parties involved 
wish to retain their own diksa guru status. 

iv) Thus, given all of the above, the GBC is guilty 
of not behaving in a consistent and principled man- 
ner, but rather in a discriminatory one, when it 
comes to Srila Prabhupada and his diksa@ guru status. 

And the undisputed facts tell us that. 

Thank you and Hare Krsna. 

In Srila Prabhupada’s service, 

Krishnakant 


IRM Mission Statement 


Ss" the physical departure of His Divine Grace A. C. Bhaktivedanta Swami Srila Prabhupada from our ma- 
terial vision on November 14, 1977, the International Society for Krsna Consciousness (ISKCON), the great 
movement that he single-handedly founded in 1966, and which is the only hope for humanity, has undergone 
a massive deterioration in its spiritual purity. This has been due to various deviations from the instructions 
and standards given by Srila Prabhupada, the chief of which being his displacement as the sole diksa guru for 
ISKCON. The ISKCON Revival Movement (IRM) seeks to restore ISKCON to its former glory, purity and philosoph- 
ical chastity through the re-institution of all the instructions and standards that Srila Prabhupada gave, begin- 
ning with his role as the sole authority and diksd guru for ISKCON. The IRM's position is set out in The Final Or- 


der — see back page to order your free copy. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare ~ and be happy! 


www.iskconirm.com 


Issue 76 « Vol. 1, 2023 « Back To Prabhupada « Page RM 


GBC Guru Admits Srila Prabhupada Is Diksa Guru 


As our readers will be aware, we have repeat- 
edly documented in B7P and our other liter- 
ature that Srila Prabhupada is the present or 
current link in the parampard (disciplic succes- 
sion) for all members of his ISKCON Society, re- 
gardless of his physical presence. See for ex- 
ample BTP 12 “Continuing or ending the par- 
ampara?”, BTP 24 “Srila Prabhupada: The cur- 
rent link of the parampara” and BTP 30 “The 
real parampara”. And in the IRM’s foundation- 
al document, The Final Order, we stated that 
the duration of ISKCON is: 

“the time period during which Srila 
Prabhupada shall remain the “current link” 
within ISKCON [...] Previous Gcaryas have 
remained current for long periods of time; 
[...] We see no reason why the duration of 
Srila Prabhupada’s reign as “current link”, 
even if it extends right till the end of the 
Sankirtana Movement, should pose any 
particular problem.” 


Srila Prabhupada not present link 


However, since Srila Prabhupada’s phys- 
ical departure, the GBC has been vigorously 
opposed to this conclusion, claiming that Srila 
Prabhupada is no longer the present link for 
ISKCON, but that instead - 

“each disciple must approach and take 
diksa from a living link in the parampara system” 
(Prabhupada’s Order, GBC, August, 1998) 

-with “living” here meaning one of the 
GBC’s physically present voted-in gurus. In- 
deed, the text on the dust jacket of the Bhaga- 
vad-gitd was specifically edited by the BBT to 
change the reference from Srila Prabhupada 
being the “current representative” to only be- 
ing a “recent representative” of an: “unbroken 
chain of fully self-realized spiritual masters be- 
ginning with Lord Krishna Himself.” Which again 
made it clear that the ISKCON leaders did not 
accept Srila Prabhupada as the current or pre- 
sent link in the parampard after 1977. 


The basis of the guru hoax 


The above is not merely a question of 
words or semantics but is actually pivotal to 
the GBC’s whole guru hoax program. Because, 
if Srila Prabhupada is the present link in the 
parampara, it means he must also be the diksa 
guru from whom we receive initiation: 

“the message of Srimad-Bhagavatam is 
coming down by disciplic succession, and 
in order to receive the real message of Sri- 
mad-Bhagavatam one should approach the 


current link, or spiritual master in the chain 
of disciplic succession. After being initiated 
by the proper spiritual master in that chain 
of succession, one should engage himself in 
the discharge of tapasya in the execution of 
devotional service.” 

(SB, 2.9.7, purport. Emphases, and in rest of is- 
sue, added.) 

Thus, if Srila Prabhupada is still the present 
or current link to the parampard, then it would 
mean that only he could be the diksd guru in 
ISKCON, and the GBC gurus would be guilty of 
masquerading as unauthorised gurus, having 
usurped Srila Prabhupada’s position. 


GBC guru admits the truth 


However, GBC voted-in guru HH Can- 
dramauli Swami (“CMS”) has recently admit- 
ted the truth about Srila Prabhupada and the 
GBC gurus such as himself. In a lecture titled 
“Following the Instruction of Guru”, he stated: 
“we have to execute the process very careful- 
ly, according to the rules and regulations giv- 
en by the spiritual master, which is the founda- 
tion by which all success in devotional service 
goes. [...] the spiritual master, in this case, His 


Divine Grace Srila Prabhupada, who is not only 
a spiritual master, he’s the Founder-Acarya of 


the Hare Krsna movement, which means that 
whatever he delineates or designates or tells 
us to do, if we follow that, we are actually con- 
necting ourselves with the entire parampara, 


because Srila Prabhupada is the present 
link in the parampara” 
(CMS Lecture, 6/1/23. All quotes in shaded boxes 


from this lecture) 

CMS explains how devotional service de- 
pends on following the rules and regulations 
given by the spiritual master, and that this spir- 
itual master is Srila Prabhupada, and thus he 
concludes that Srila Prabhupada is the spiritual 
master who is the present or current link who 
connects all of us to the parampard. Hence, as 
explained above, this means that he must ac- 
cept that Srila Prabhupada alone is ISKCON’s 
diksa guru, and all the GBC gurus, such as CMS 
himself, have usurped Srila Prabhupada’s posi- 
tion by acting as successor diksd gurus. 

CMS's reasoning for reaching this con- 
clusion is irrefutable, since it is a fact, not de- 
nied even by the GBC, that in ISKCON, it is Srila 
Prabhupada who gives us all the rules and reg- 
ulations that we must execute in order to prac- 
tise devotional service. And since this practice 
of his teachings alone connects us to the par- 


i 


Candramauli Swami (L) admits Srila 
Prabhupada is ISKCON’s diksd guru 


ampara, this makes Srila Prabhupada the pre- 
sent or current link in the parampard for all 
ISKCON members. 


Further evidence 


CMS also states two more facts which sup- 
port his conclusion that Srila Prabhupada is 
the present link to the parampara: 

1) All the knowledge we need for spiritual 
advancement has already all been directly giv- 
en to us by Srila Prabhupada: 

“He said, “I've put everything in my books.” 
[...] Srila Prabhupada took so much time [...] 
to make clear all of the principles that he want- 
ed to teach, so we would have everything. [...] 


There’s no need to go anywhere else to get 
any kind of knowledge that you might need in 
order to execute devotional service. [...] Even 
whatever Prabhupada gave us, we can’t even 


exhaust in many lifetimes.” 

2) Physical presence is not needed for Srila 
Prabhupada to act as the spiritual master: 
“sometimes a devotee will get an instruction 
from their spiritual master directly [...] But 


then again, many of us don’t get that specif- 
ic instruction from our spiritual master. [...] it 


takes some study, it takes some continuous 
contact with those instructions to clarify and 
to understand and learn how to apply in each 
and every circumstance. And when we do that, 
then that is perfection in devotional service.” 


Conclusion 


CMS has accepted the IRM and Srila 
Prabhupada’s conclusion that Srila Prabhu- 
pada is the diksa@ guru of ISKCON, and reject- 
ed the GBC’s guru successor system. Though 
this admission may seem amazing, what is tru- 
ly amazing is that despite this admission, CMS 
still continues acting as a GBC guru successor 
himself! He has not announced that he will 
now be renouncing his status as an unauthor- 
ised GBC diks@ guru successor, nor called for 
the GBC to disband its guru hoax program. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — and be happy! 


Gsc voted-in guru HG Mahatma Dasa 
(“MAD”) recently stated that the positions of 
ISKCON and the “rtviks” (ISKCON’s leaders’ la- 
bel for those who accept the IRM’s position 
that Srila Prabhupada is ISKCON’s diks@ guru) 
are gradually moving closer together: 


We need to be almost rtvik 


MAD then explains the reason for these 
two sides coming together: 


a) MAD thus admits that this shift has 
come entirely due to the GBC guru hoaxers 


moving closer to the understanding of the 
IRM. This has happened because he and his 
GBC guru colleagues eventually “realised” that 
they need to “connect” people to Srila Prabhu- 
pada. Hence, MAD concludes that the GBC sys- 
tem consequently needs to be “almost” a “kind 
of rtvik”. 

b) This means they were ignorant and had 
to learn from the IRM about the need for every- 
one to connect to Srila Prabhupada, and thus 
then try to make the necessary adjustments. 
We therefore hope that this gradual move- 
ment spanning 30-40 years will continue, and 
the IRM’s position will be fully accepted, with 
the GBC gurus simply becoming the “rtviks” 
that Srila Prabhupada ordered. 


Not connected to Srila Prabhupada 


MAD admitting that the GBC gurus “need 
to connect” their disciples to Srila Prabhupada 
also reveals that the GBC gurus’ disciples are 
not already connected to Srila Prabhupada, 
and thus there has needed to be a move to 
connect them to Srila Prabhupada. Hence, by 
MAD's words, if you have accepted a GBC guru, 
it therefore means that: 

i) you are not connected to Srila Prabhu- 
pada; 

ii) but rather, the GBC gurus have needed 
to first realise, over 30-40 years, that they even 
needed to make this connection. 

Whereas, directly accepting Srila Prabhu- 
pada as one’s diksd guru, as the IRM advocates, 
means this connection to Srila Prabhupada is 
already achieved. And that’s why MAD states 
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that the GBC has gradually been moving to- 
wards the IRM’s position in order to achieve 
this connection to Srila Prabhupada. 

This is further evidence of the point we 
made in the BTP 73 article “Srila Prabhupada 
v. GBC Gurus”: that having a GBC guru, rath- 
er than enhancing one’s connection to Srila 
Prabhupada, only obstructs this connection. 
Thus, the GBC guru system is a natural block to 
connecting to Srila Prabhupada, as proven by 


MAD admitting that they needed to first “real- 


ise” that they even needed to connect a disci- 
ple to Srila Prabhupada- never mind actually 
achieve it! And, we documented in the previ- 
ous issue (please see “GBC Guru Admits They 
Are Not Real Gurus”) that MAD admitted the 
GBC gurus such as himself are not even real 
gurus anyway. 


Should not have faith in GBC guru 


“the problem here, that we saw with some 
gurus, was they didn’t help their disciples con- 
nect with Prabhupdda [...] So when their guru 
fell there was no Prabhupdda to fall onto [...] 
devotees that didn’t have as difficult a time, 
because all their faith wasn’t reposed just in 
their guru, ‘my guru is everything, if he goes, 
lam finished” 

(MAD, Discussion, 13/11/22) 

MAD states: 

1) that the disciples of the GBC gurus 
lacked Srila Prabhupada as a ‘back-up guru’ to 
“fall onto” in case their GBC guru fell away; 

2) thus, putting all one’s faith in one’s GBC 
guru and accepting he “is everything” causes 
one to be “finished” in the event that he falls. 

But putting all one’s faith in one’s diksa 
guru and accepting he is “everything” is the 
actual guru-disciple system. MAD is therefore 
proposing a different “part-time guru” system 
whereby a disciple should not fully surrender 
to the GBC guru, but instead also connect to 
Srila Prabhupada. 

We quoted MAD stating that they are mov- 
ing to “almost” a “kind of rtvik”, because the 


difference is that he claims: 


But, as he admitted above, that is the very 
cause of the problem which forced the GBC’s 
position to move closer to ours: the GBC gurus’ 
disciples are not connected to Srila Prabhu- 
pada and they need to connect. If they were 
Srila Prabhupada’s disciples, they would al- 
ready be connected automatically. 


‘a 


HG Mahatma Dasa: 
Coming “closer” to rtvik 


We should allow the rtvik system 


Accepting that “the rtviks made points 
which were valid”, MAD therefore proposes: 


Having accepted that the GBC guru sys- 


tem has had to move towards the rtvik system, 
MAD now goes further, and basically accepts 
that the rtvik system is bona fide. He does this 
by proposing that ISKCON could allow the rtvik 
system to operate in ISKCON side by side with 
the current GBC guru system and accept that 
it is a “branch of ISKCON” -and he states that 
to achieve such a result is what we should be 
aiming for. For MAD to make such a proposal, 
it means that he accepts that the rtvik system 
is not a deviation, but rather at least as valid as 
the GBC guru system. 


Conclusion 


If the goal is to connect oneself to Srila 
Prabhupada, which MAD admits above is the 
aim, then, based on his statements, one can: 

a) Accept a GBC guru: 

i) who does not connect you to Srila 
Prabhupada; 

ii) who is not a real guru anyway; 

iii) who then “realises” that one should 
connect to Srila Prabhupada over a period of 
30-40 years. 

OR: 

b) Avoid this incomplete, ignorant, indi- 
rect, “unreal” path, and instead accept the in- 
stant, full, direct path of connecting directly 
to the real guru Srila Prabhupada by accept- 
ing him as one’s diksd guru, as advocated by 
the IRM. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 
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Proving Srila Prabhupada’s Diksa Guru Status 


In the BTP 72 article “Institutionalising Aero- 
plane-Tattva”, we reported how the GBC had 
passed a resolution in 2021 allowing female 
diksa gurus (“FDGs") to initiate in ISKCON (sub- 
ject to certain conditions). However, due to 
the vehement push back against this resolu- 
tion by ISKCON India’s leaders (see BTP 74 ar- 
ticle “Diksa Guru Wars Come to a Head”), the 
GBC has now puta moratorium on this resolu- 
tion, preventing any new FDGs from being ap- 
pointed and any further initiations conducted 
by FDGs, for up to three years (GBC Resolution 
dated 2/11/22). 


Flip-flops continued 


This is thus the latest in the GBC’s ever- 
growing line of flip-flops. We documented the 
GBC’s “10 contradictory guru systems” back in 
BTP 64 (please see: iskconirm.com/ten), but 
this now needs to be further updated! Just on 
the topic of FDGs, the GBC has so far engaged 
in the following flip-flops: 

2005: Conclusion of Sastric Advisory Coun- 
cil’s Female Diksa Guru Paper that females can 
be diksa gurus accepted by GBC, but imple- 
mentation requiring “further consideration’. 
See GBC Resolution 425, 2005. 

2009: Females approved to become diksa 
guru, as per the GBC guidelines, with eligibility 
rules for men and women the same. See GBC 
Resolution 305, 2009. 

2015: Females suspended from acting as 
diksa gurus. See GBC Resolution 310, 2015. 

2019: Females with restricted eligibility 
compared to men allowed to be diksd gurus. 
See GBC Resolution 15/10/19. 

2021: Females with restricted eligibility 
compared to men allowed to be diksd gurus, 
but only within regions that allow them. See 
GBC Resolution 701.06, 2021 (issued 2022). 

August 2022: Only one female (HG 
Narayani Devi Dasi) allowed to act as diksa 
guru while all other females suspended for a 
period of 90 days. See GBC Resolution 8/22. 

November 2022: All females suspended 
from becoming diksd@ guru or initiating for a 
period of up to 3 years. See the GBC Resolu- 
tion dated 2/11/22. 

Confirming the IRM’s prediction that the 
GBC will simply operate based on “whoever 
manages to bring the most pressure to bear” 
(see BTP 70 article, “GBC Politics Case Study”), 
GBC voted-in guru HG Kalakantha Dasa 
(“KAL”) commented that the GBC’s reversal 
regarding FDGs was due to “nothing but politi- 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare 
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cal pressure” (KAL, Interview, 30/1/23). 

It is also noteworthy that upon finally ap- 
proving FDGs again in 2021, the GBC resolved 
that there was no need for any further meet- 
ings on the issue, because: 

“Whereas the GBC delegation concluded that 
further meetings, or additional study of the mat- 
ter, would not provide new insights” 

(GBC Resolutions 2021, 701.06) 

Yet, due to ISKCON India leaders’ strong 
pressure, the GBC’s most recent resolution 
claimed that actually they need up to three 
more years’ worth of meetings, presumably to 
get new insight into the matter: 

“the GBC Body is amenable to further con- 
sultation and deliberation with the IB [Indian Bu- 
reau] [...] the dialogue be concluded within three 
years from the date of this resolution” 

(GBC Resolution, 2/11/22) 


FDG’'s self-defeat 


In response to the most recent FDG sus- 
pension, some female initiates of Srila Prabhu- 
pada, including the first female GBC voted-in 
guru HG Narayani Devi Dasi (“NDD”), have 
written an open letter. In this letter they state: 

“Some devotees maintain that women may 
give siksha, or instruction, but not diksha. Yet, 
in his purport to CC Adi 1.34, Srila Prabhupada 
writes: “The initiating and instructing spiritu- 
al masters are equal and identical manifesta- 
tions of Krsna, although they have different 
dealings.” And, in his purport to Adi 1.47, His Di- 
vine Grace further clarifies: “If one foolishly dis- 
criminates between them, he commits an of- 
fense in the discharge of devotional service.” 
(“An Open Letter to The Present And Future 
ISKCON Devotees”, 14/1/23) 

They thus argue that since females are el- 
igible to be siksa gurus, they must also be eli- 
gible to be diksda gurus, as one cannot discrim- 
inate between the siks@ and diksd guru. Yet, 
this ‘siksa guru can also become diksd guru’ 
argument would obviously also apply to Srila 
Prabhupada, with both the FDG and MDG 
(male diksa gurus only) camps agreeing with 
the GBC resolution that Srila Prabhupada will 
always be the pre-eminent, compulsory siksa 
guru for everyone in ISKCON: 

“Srila Prabhupada, is the preeminent and 
compulsory siksa-guru for all vaisnavas (gurus 
and disciples) in the Society”. 

(GBC Resolution 409, 1999) 

And thus, much earlier, the IRM had al- 

ready used exactly the same argument - sup- 


Srila Prabhupada’s position 
as diksa guru undefeatable 


plying the same quote (Adi, 1.47) used by the 
FDG camp above -to prove that one cannot 
prevent Srila Prabhupada from continuing to 
be the diksa@ guru in ISKCON, as one cannot 
discriminate against him in this way if he is al- 
ready ISKCON’s siksd guru (see BTP 46 article 
“Offensive Discrimination Against the Diksa 
Guru”). Therefore, the FDG camp borrowing 
this ‘siksa then also diksa’ IRM argument now 
will not help them. Because, by accepting this 
argument, they must accept that it already 
also applies to Srila Prabhupada, thus render- 
ing the need to apply it to themselves redun- 
dant. As then Srila Prabhupada alone is already 
ISKCON’s diksa guru, meaning no successor fe- 
male (or male) diksd@ gurus are even required! 


Only Srila Prabhupada 


There is an ironic symmetry at work here. 
We previously documented how the MDG 
camp also borrowed our arguments that Lord 
Caitanya’s general “become guru” order for 
everyone in ISKCON, refers to becoming siksa 
guru rather than diksa@ guru - in order to claim 
that these quotes can’t be authorising female 
diksa gurus. But, previously, this order had 
been used to try to justify the MDG program 
(see for example BTP 64 article “Guru Propo- 
nent Accepts IRM Arguments”). And, hence, 
using the IRM’s argument to defeat FDGs had 
also led to self-defeat, since it had defeated 
MDGs as well! 

Thus, borrowing our arguments to try to 
either establish or defeat FDGs has only prov- 
en that Srila Prabhupada is the diks@ guru. 


Conclusion 


This is just the latest in a long line of at- 
tempts to argue against Srila Prabhupada re- 
maining ISKCON’s diksa guru - which actual- 
ly achieve the exact opposite. Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s position as ISKCON’s diksd guru cannot 
be defeated, and trying to do so will just result 
in continued self-defeat and embarrassment. 


- and be happy! 
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Srila Prabhupada Teaches Guru Means Himself 


All quotes below in the shaded boxes are 
from a discussion that took place between 
GBC voted-in gurus HG Kripamoya Dasa 
(“KMD”) and HG Mahatma Dasa (“MAD”) on 
30/11/22, titled “Separation from the Spiritual 
Master - Part 8”. 


Srila Prabhupada’s guru teachings 


MAD: “Prabhupada said all this about the guru 
[...] is that just for him and the liberated souls, 
what about us, as gurus? Are we meant to be 
in that same category? You know, it was sim- 
ple when Prabhupada was there, ‘the guru is 
this’, like okay, no problem. But now you have 
his disciples as gurus and say, ‘the guru is this’ 
and like, | don’t think so.” 

KMD: “[...] before 1977, when Prabhupada 
told everything, anything about a guru or the 
guru, you know, he was talking about himself.” 
MAD: “Easy. No problem.” 

KMD: “He was talking about an absolute, you 
know, philosophized guru, but we understood 
he was talking about the guru which is him.” 

KMD here makes a very profound point. 
MAD suggests that what Srila Prabhupada 
taught about the diksa guru would seem to 
apply only to himself or other liberated souls, 
and that some GBC gurus have a different idea 
about what a guru is compared to what Srila 
Prabhupada taught. KMD agrees, but goes 
much further and states that whatever Srila 
Prabhupada taught about the guru, though he 
may have presented it as a philosophical con- 
cept, he was actually talking about himself as 
the guru. 

Therefore, according to KMD: 

1) Srila Prabhupada’s teachings on guru re- 
fer to Srila Prabhupada being the diksd guru. 

2) Thus, Srila Prabhupada is not teaching 
about others being the diksa guru. 

Hence, it is not possible to conclude from 
his teachings that he was actually talking 
about others, such as the GBC gurus, rather 
than himself, being the diksa guru. 

We are thus left with the conundrum that 
from where then, does the idea of the current 
GBC gurus come? We know it is not from Srila 
Prabhupada’s teachings, as KMD confirms. 
Therefore, it must be a concoction! 


Nearest guru concoction 


KMD: “Prabhupada said, You get initiated by 
whoever is nearest. [...] what he encouraged, 
| feel, was that, he encouraged people to do 
what was practical. The guru doesn’t have to 


be as far away as possible. A guru has to be 
something that is accessible.” 

Proving that the idea of diksa@ gurus oth- 
er than Srila Prabhupada is indeed a concoc- 
tion, KMD claims that when Srila Prabhupada 
spoke about getting initiated by “whoever is 
nearest”, that this was referring to a diksa guru. 
But Srila Prabhupada clearly stated the oppo- 
site when he spoke about getting initiated by 
“whoever is nearest” — one is still getting initi- 
ated by Srila Prabhupada via the nearest rep- 
resentative (rtvik), not diksa guru: 

Srila Prabhupada: “And... Five, six men, 
you divide who is nearest.” [...] 

Tamila Krsna: “They can write to the man 
nearest them. But all these persons are still 
your disciples. Anybody who gives initiation 
is doing so on your behalf.” 

Srila Prabhupada: “Yes.” 


(Room Conversation, 7/7/77) 


Flesh and blood materialism 


KMD: “without the spiritual master’s physical 
presence [....] coming in the form of flesh and 
blood and interacting with the flesh and blood 
disciple in bondage and liberating that disci- 
ple, [...] it’s like saying, ‘I fell off the ship and | 
was drowning in the water, but | was saved by 
a picture of a life belt.” 

KMD gives a materialistic conception of 
the spiritual master, that he is required to en- 
gage ina “flesh and blood” interaction with his 
disciple in order to liberate him. KMD claims 
that otherwise it is “like” a drowning person 
claiming he was saved by a picture of a life belt 
rather than an actual life belt itself. With these 
statements, KMD reveals that he has not yet 
understood that the spiritual master is not the 
material master. Yes, KMD is correct that ma- 
terial activity such as staying afloat in water 
requires an actual “flesh and blood” life belt, 
rather than just a picture of a life belt. But spir- 
itual life is completely different since it is on 
the absolute plane and thus pictures of the 
spiritual master are non-different from himself: 

“There is no difference between me and 
my picture.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 4/9/72) 

“| also do not feel separation from my 
Guru Maharaja. When | am engaged in 
His service His pictures give me sufficient 


strength.” 
(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 19/7/70) 


Thus, the picture of the guru is not impo- 
tent like the picture of a life belt. 


Srila Prabhupada: Guru means him 


Breathtaking hypocrisy 


Having tried to belittle the spiritual pow- 
er of the physically absent spiritual master to 
save the disciple, by claiming that it is as ridic- 
ulous as claiming that a picture has the pow- 
er of the object, in exactly the same talk, KMD 
informs us that he himself achieved “spiritual 
intimacy” with Srila Prabhupada without any 
“flesh and blood” contact, but instead through 
his picture, his instructions, bowing to him, 
(fey 
“| learned to interact with my spiritual master, 
as somewhat of a distant figurehead, although 
spiritual intimacy was there because | was of- 
fering my food, bowing down to him, saying 
his name every time | bowed down to him, | 
was seeing his picture on the books, | was lis- 
tening to his tapes. Everything was Prabhu- 
pada, Prabhupada, Prabhupada, but it was a 
sort of Prabhupada of which | was the very out- 
side of a series of concentric circles” 

He further explains that his spiritual initia- 

tion by Srila Prabhupada was also not a phys- 
ical “flesh and blood” initiation, but one by 
“extension” whereby his initiation from Srila 
Prabhupada: 
“was not given by Prabhupada himself, so he 
didn’t give me initiation, he didn’t speak the 
mantra, it was all done through others, so it 
was Prabhupada by extension.” 

Hence, not only has he destroyed his “flesh 
and blood” materialism with his own example, 
but by doing so at the same time in the same 
talk, KMD also reveals his foolishness for not 
realising that his pontificating has achieved 
nothing other than defeating himself! 


Conclusion 


KMD’s admission that whenever Srila 
Prabhupada said “everything, anything” 
about the guru, he was always only referring 
to himself, is a valuable addition to the argu- 
ments that prove Srila Prabhupada taught he 
is ISKCON’s diksa@ guru. We thank him for it. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 


ay 


www.iskconirm.com 


We have seen that, from time to time, an 
ISKCON leader will bravely try to directly chal- 
lenge the IRM’s position, which they call “rt- 
vik". A recent attempt was made by GBC vot- 
ed-in guru HH Trivikrama Swami (“TKS”) ina 
lecture dated 18/12/22, from which the state- 
ments in the shaded boxes are taken. 


Fabricated quote 


1) Srila Prabhupada did not state “when 
my disciples have disciples” even once, never 


mind “often”. 

2) The closest would be: 

“When I order you become guru, he be- 
comes regular guru. That’s all. He becomes 
disciple of my disciple.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Conversation, 28/5/77) 

Srila Prabhupada states that when he 
gives an order to become a diksa guru, a “disci- 
ple of my disciple”, or “grand-disciple”, would 
manifest. But there is no record of such a diksa 
guru order being given. 

3) Neither is there an order from Srila 
Prabhupada which states that the rtviks he ap- 
pointed in his July 9th, 1977, final directive on 
initiations for ISKCON should transmogrify into 
diksa guru successors on his departure. Other- 
wise, TKS would have produced it, rather than 
a made-up quote. 


Fabricated our position 


The Final Order (TFO), the position paper 
of the IRM, is based on orders given by Srila 
Prabhupada to keep him as the diksd@ guru of 
ISKCON. Thus, it was on these orders, and not 
due to gurus who fell down, that our mission 


to restore Srila Prabhupada’s diksa@ guru posi- 
tion in ISKCON was based. A study of TFO will 
prove this. Hence, we were not the ones who 
“decided there’s no gurus in ISKCON and only 
Prabhupada’”. Srila Prabhupdada decided that 
due to these orders. TKS has fabricated that 
our position is “reactionary”, rather than based 
on Srila Prabhupada’s orders, as a means to 
avoid dealing with these orders. 
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Is There Any ISKCON Leader Who Can Read? | 


Fabricated argument 


TKS fabricates the arguments we present. 


We do not say “the parampard is stopped”, nor 
is it stopped if Srila Prabhupada remains as 
ISKCON’s diksa@ guru. Here is the proof: 

1) The parampara is eternal: 

“the disciplic succession from time eter- 
nal” (Bg., 4.42, purport) 

Hence, the only way we could be say- 
ing that the parampara is “stopped” is if we 
claimed that Srila Prabhupada must be the 
diksa guru eternally. But we do not say that. 
We only say that Srila Prabhupada is the diksa 
guru for ISKCON, which will only last for a few 
thousand years. 

2) Thus, by Srila Prabhupada remaining 
ISKCON’s diksa guru, the parampara does not 
stop, but it continues with Srila Prabhupada as 
the bona fide “current link” of the parampara 
(see the article on page 3). And Srila Prabhu- 
pada acting as the current link for ISKCON is 
not restricted or prohibited, unless: 

a) There is a mandatory “time limit” for 
how long a spiritual master can remain as the 
current link in the parampara. 

b) There is a prohibition against a spiritual 
master acting as the current link if he does not 
possess a physical body. 

But neither of these things exist. 

3) TKS himself accepts that Srila Prabhu- 
pada will remain the current link for ISKCON: 

“This secret of success is no longer a secret, it 
is open to all for the next 10,000 years. Anyone, 
following in the footsteps of Srila Prabhupada, 
who accepts his words, his orders, and executes 
them with 100% sincerity will also become a per- 
fectly pure devotee.” 

(TKS, “On Srila Prabhupada’s Unique Position”) 

TKS says Srila Prabhupada alone is the per- 
son whose orders we need to follow for the 
next 10,000 years to practise Krsna conscious- 
ness. But that means Srila Prabhupada is the 
current link, since the need for any other diksa 
gurus would automatically be precluded, as 
they would serve no function! 


Easily defeated by himself 


Contradicting his current claims against 
the IRM’s position, previously TKS had not stat- 
ed that our position was incorrect: 

“| think that Prabhupdda may be able to in- 


itiate people.” 
(TKS Lecture, 14/6/08) 


Trivikrama Swami (L): Both promotes and 
denies Srila Prabhupada as the current link 


“And so we'll go along with their system rath- 
er than attack it. So that’s my main complaint 


with the rtviks is that they are political.” 
(TKS Lecture, 14/6/08) 

“But still, what is the harm of getting a for- 
mal initiation in ISKCON? You can explain to your 
spiritual master that you think Srila Prabhupada 
is your main link to Krsna.” 

(TKS Lecture, 14/6/08) 

“So if you're able to remember Prabhupada 
at the time of death, then he'll take you to Krsna.” 
(TKS Lecture, 27/6/10) 

In the last two quotes, TKS is explaining 
that Srila Prabhupada is the diksd guru: 

“And if you get a bona fide spiritual 
master, then he will take you to Krsna.” 
(Srila Prabhupada Lecture, 16/5/70) 

Thus, all the arguments TKS is presenting 
now, or that he may present in the future, at- 
tacking the IRM’s position, can easily be de- 
feated by... TKS himself. We just need to quote 
TKS back to TKS! The previous 4 articles in this 
issue demonstrate how ISKCON leaders’ own 
words support our position. And here is yet 
another example! In one of the quotes above, 
TKS states that he is happy to go along with us 
because he does not disagree with us philo- 
sophically, but rather his complaint is that we 
are supposedly “political”. However, it is TKS 
who is clearly political, having done a 180 de- 
gree flip-flop in regard to his previous position. 


Conclusion 


Thus, yet another ISKCON leader, while 
trying to rebut our position, is easily defeat- 
ed simply by us pointing out that he does not 
even know how to read, as TKS has not read: 

a) What we actually state. 

b) What Srila Prabhupada actually states. 

c) What he himself has stated. 

Is there any ISKCON leader who can even 
accurately read what we state - never mind de- 
feat it? Because without doing the former, you 
have zero chance of achieving the latter. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 


How is authorisation given? 


“Hare Krsna, Prabhu! We say that a guru 
is the one who is authorised by his guru in 
the parampard system. But how do we come 
to know if he is authorised by his guru as we 
do not have access to all the conversation be- 
tween him and his guru?” 

- Sunny Kumar, Gaya, India 

Editor replies: 

We will restrict our answer to the issue of 
Srila Prabhupada and ISKCON as that is what 
is relevant to us. As far as the question of Srila 
Prabhupada’s authorisation to be a guru, we 
answered this in detail in BTP 70 Interactive. 
This answer can be read here: 

iskconirm.com/authorised 

Then, if we consider the issue of alleged 
guru successors to Srila Prabhupada: 

1) It was claimed that Srila Prabhupada 
had only ever authorised 11 persons to be 
guru: 

“...for 1978, no new Spiritual Masters shall 
be appointed other than the 11 selected by Srila 
Prabhupdda.” 

(GBC Resolutions No. 16, 19/3/78) 

And this authorisation was supposedly giv- 
en on the record via the written July 9th, 1977, 
directive, which is where the “11 selected by 
Srila Prabhupada” are mentioned. But, as we 
have documented many times, the directive 
clearly states that “the 11” were only selected 
to be rtviks rather than successor diksd gurus. 

Subsequently, more gurus have been au- 
thorised by the GBC via a voting system, but 
it is claimed that this is due to the GBC’s sup- 
posed authority to make gurus, rather than 
these gurus having been authorised by Srila 
Prabhupada via some private “conversation”. 
Hence, leaving aside the issue of whether or 
not these gurus- whether the first 11 or the 
subsequent ones voted in by the GBC- were 
authorised at all to become diks@ guru succes- 
sors, the question of their authorisation com- 
ing about due to alleged unknown “conversa- 
tions” between Srila Prabhupada and them- 
selves does not in any case even arise. 

2) However, for completeness, let us now 
address the issue of such a claim being made, 
wherein it is claimed that Srila Prabhupada did 
personally ask someone to become his succes- 
sor diksd guru via some private conversation, 
the contents of which were not known to the 
rest of ISKCON. 

a) Srila Prabhupada did not authorise a 
non-recorded method of authorisation for 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - 
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BTP Interactive 


ISKCON: 

“,..just like in our ISKCON there are so 
many false things: “Prabhupada said this, 
Prabhupada said that.” ” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 7/11/72) 

“They misunderstand me. Unless it is 
there from me in writing, there are so many 
things that “Prabhupada said.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 2/9/75) 

Thus, raising the question of such a pri- 
vate, unrecorded authorisation is not relevant, 
as Srila Prabhupada did not authorise such a 
method, but rather warned us against such 
claims. 

b) Srila Prabhupada had authorised a di- 
rective in writing on July 9th, 1977, to be sent 
to all temples and GBCs giving the system 
of initiation to be implemented throughout 
ISKCON. This stated that the names of candi- 
dates for initiation were to be recommend- 
ed by temple presidents to rtvik represent- 
atives, which would then lead to those can- 
didates becoming “an initiated disciple of 
Srila Prabhupad” (July 9th, 1977, Directive). If 
such a system was to suddenly be upended, 
then the whole Society would need to similar- 
ly be informed in writing about the new sys- 
tem, whereby henceforward candidates were 
not to be recommended to the rtviks, nor in- 
deed would there even be any more rtviks, 
nor would anyone become Srila Prabhupada’s 
initiated disciple. Rather, the whole Society 
would now get candidates initiated by a guru 
or gurus that Srila Prabhupada had supposed- 
ly authorised in a private conversation. But no 
such upending instruction was ever issued to 
ISKCON, which means that Srila Prabhupada 
did not authorise such successor diks@ gu- 
rus to operate in ISKCON. Without such a So- 
ciety-wide written order, such a system could 
not even be implemented in ISKCON. Because 
the Society would first need to know that this 
was what they were supposed to do, and Srila 
Prabhupada had not empowered everyone in 
ISKCON with mind-reading capabilities, where- 
in they were automatically supposed to know 
the content of every private conversation Srila 
Prabhupada may have had with his disciples. 

c) Thus, even if we leave aside the July 9th, 
1977, directive, we have a wider issue, which is 
that Srila Prabhupada had already authorised 
the GBC to be responsible for managing all op- 
erations in ISKCON, which included how initi- 
ations were conducted. Indeed, the GBC had 
already issued resolutions in 1975 regarding 


Srila Prabhupada: Only his recorded 
instructions are relevant to ISKCON 


the system for initiations in ISKCON (GBC Res- 
olution no. 9, 1975). Hence, to then claim that 
Srila Prabhupada had issued instructions re- 
garding initiations for ISKCON, but kept them 
secret from the GBC, would be a contradiction, 
as one would be claiming that: 

i) Srila Prabhupada had authorised the 
GBC to manage initiations in ISKCON. 

ii) Srila Prabhupada had ensured the GBC 
could not manage initiations in ISKCON by de- 
liberately hiding from them the instructions 
for initiations in ISKCON. 

Thus, in conclusion, the question of diksd 
guru successors being authorised in ISKCON 
via some unrecorded, secret conversation: 

Is unauthorised; 

Is contradictory; 

Requires imaginary mind-reading abilities. 


GBC’s advisor’s apology 


“This is regarding a controversy against 
Chaitanya Charan Dasa that occurred over 
half a decade ago. Chaitanya Charan Prabhu- 
ji has already apologized twice regarding the 
same and this controversy has been closed by 
ISKCON Shastric Advisory Committee over half 
a decade ago. However the information men- 
tioned in the below link negatively influenced 
Chaitanya Charan Dasa profile and thus caus- 
ing roadblock in his preaching efforts. 

iskconirm.com/CCD 

| kindly request you to please take out the 
link from the website to help us contributing 
to Srila Prabhupada’s mission. 

Your servant,” 

- Sriji Priya Devi Dasi, Arizona, USA 

Editor replies: 

1) It is interesting to note the impact and 
reach of our exposés. Though they may be 
many years old, they still continue to convince 
devotees about the deviancy of ISKCON’s lead- 
ers, such that we are being asked to remove 


and be happy! 


www.iskconirm.com 


Bhakti Vikasa Swami: Promotes shocking 
lecture attacking Srila Prabhupada 


them from our website (www.iskconirm.com). 

2) The person in question was a “Sastric” 
advisor to the GBC when he wrote those non- 
sense attacks against Srila Prabhupada, which 
the linked article you refer to documents, and 
he still remains one today. Thus, people have 
a right to know the truthful information about 
him mentioned in the article. However, we will 
be happy to update the article with his apolo- 
gies and any other relevant information if you 
send it to us. 


IRM reforms guru hoax followers 


“Reprobates can’t be reformed” 
- Zygmunt Bielawski, Cheshire, UK 

Editor replies: 

Even if this was true, not everyone con- 
nected with ISKCON is an unreformable “rep- 
robate”, as proven by the fact that many who 
were following the guru hoax previously are 
now following only Srila Prabhupada due 
to the IRM’s preaching. This is shown by the 
thousands of letters we have received from 
such devotees attesting to this, many of which 
we have printed in B7P. A similar question was 
answered in an earlier issue, so please see the 
more detailed answer given here: 

iskconirm.com/demons 


Offending Srila Prabhupada 


“Though | acknowledge that our Society 
has issues to resolve, due to concerns about 
Vaisnava aparadha, please do not send me the 
IRM magazines.” 

- Bolaji Rosiji, Lagos, Nigeria 

Editor replies: 

We should first know what Vaisnava 
aparadha actually is, In the article below, Srila 
Prabhupada explains in detail exactly what it is: 

iskconirm.com/offense 

Armed with that information, please then 
do let us know of any examples of statements 
published by the IRM which would constitute 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - 
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Vaisnava aparadha, and we will make the nec- 
essary corrections. 

However, it is a fact that although B7P has 
been in print for 20 years now, no one has 
so far been able to point to a single example 
where B7P has engaged in Vaisnava aparadha 
according to the definition and standard set by 
Srila Prabhupada and Lord Caitanya, as docu- 
mented in the aforementioned article. Rath- 
er, BTP has prevented thousands of devotees 
from committing the mad elephant offense 
to the lotus feet of Srila Prabhupada that has 
occurred in ISKCON - first by removing him as 
the sole diksd guru of ISKCON and subsequent- 
ly minimising him in all respects. Please see the 
next item below and also the next article on 
page 12 for evidence of the latter. Thank you. 


Nonsense Corner 


This is a column in which we answer arti- 
cles or statements which have been forward- 
ed to us by our readers for rebutting. 

The quotes in the shaded boxes are from 
a talk dated 23/9/22, posted on social media 
by Mayesvara Dasa (“MD”), which he states 
“was requested by Bhakti Vikasa Swami”. The 
purpose of the talk was to attack our position 
which GBC voted-in guru HH Bhakti Vika- 
sa Swami (“BVKS”) calls “rtvikism”. Thus, two 
days later, BVKS further endorsed this talk: 

“it’s rtvikism, but that’s imagination and 
speculation, as Mayesvara Prabhu, if anyone 
had any doubts, he cleared them.” 

(BVKS Lecture, 25/9/22) 

However, this BVKS sponsored talk simply 
attacks Srila Prabhupada as follows: 

1) Srila Prabhupada is like a paralysed 
patient with a neurological disorder: 
“Prabhupada has what is referred to in the 
medical industry as ‘locked in syndrome’ [...] 
It's a medical condition that’s so severe that 
the person is in a body, they have no way to 
communicate [...] they're basically paralyzed “ 

2) Falsely claims that rtvik means Srila 
Prabhupada is “just a picture on the wall”: 
“Spiritual master’s the coach. And the rtviks are 
saying, ‘Well, we have a wonderful coach, he 
listens and we, he listens and he doesn’t tell us 
anything. He never talks back. He’s just a pic- 
ture on the wall.’”” 

3) Stating that Srila Prabhupada is “ob- 
viously right” is “twisted” and believed by 
“crazies”: 

“they [IRM] think [...] all three, the guru, the 
Sastra, and the sadhu are always in line and 


therefore one does not need to independent- 
ly verify Srila Prabhupada’s statements [...] 
saying that Prabhupada’s obviously right be- 
cause the saddhus and the scriptures agree with 
it, is such a twisted inverted statement that | 
can't believe people follow that kind of stuff. 
But then again, remember Prabhupada said, 
“no crazies and no lazies”.” 

4) Srila Prabhupada is compared to a 
crazy cult leader from whom we must be 
protected: 

“the rtviks say [...] Oh, we follow that, because 


anything PrabhupGda says has to be agreed 
upon what's inside scriptures and what other 
sadhus say. [...] So they got it backwards. The 
whole purpose of this guru-sdstra-sadhu sys- 
tem is to protect us from, you know, a leader, 
and this is actually where the New Age move- 
ment, and for those of you who may be famil- 
iar and who know who David Koresh was” 

5) Just following Srila Prabhupada is 
like following the US President, who can 
“say all sorts of things”: 

“the rtviks say [...] Oh, we follow that, because 


anything Prabhupdda says has to be agreed 


upon what's inside scriptures and what oth- 
er sadhus say. [...] But that’s like saying, you 
know, whatever the President says, we fol- 
low that, and everybody agrees to that, but it’s 
not, it doesn’t, the President can say all sorts 


of things” 
So above we have listed 1) to 5) the at- 


tacks that were made on Srila Prabhupada. 
That the crass attack 1) should come from a 
BVKS organised talk should not be surprising 
because he himself made a similar attack on 
Srila Prabhupada, by comparing him to a skel- 
eton from a horror movie (please see “Attack- 
ing Srila Prabhupada’s Transcendence”, BTP 
71). The attacks 1) and 2) were made to argue 
that we cannot accept Srila Prabhupada as 
our guru and coach since he is someone who 
cannot “communicate” with the disciple and 
thus we need a “living” physically present GBC 
guru. However, these attacks are self-defeat- 
ing, since both BVKS and MD are in exactly the 
same position as the “rtviks”, as BVKS and MD 
also accept Srila Prabhupada as their “coach” 
today. Thus, they themselves are the proof 
that one can accept Srila Prabhupada as one’s 
spiritual master “coach” to guide one, and that 
his physical absence is not relevant. Other- 
wise, they would also be incorrectly situated 
and would need to renounce Srila Prabhupada 
as their spiritual master “coach” for a “living” 


and be happy! 
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BTP Interactive (continued) 


(physically present) one. 

Attacks 3-5 are all based on claiming that 
if we only rely on what Srila Prabhupada states 
without also getting verification from sadhu 
and sastra, then we are somehow violating 
“guru, sadhu and $dstra”. But Srila Prabhupada 
himself states that anything the bona fide spir- 
itual master teaches will automatically already 
be in line with sadhu and sastra: 

“And guru is bona fide spiritual master 
who follows sadhu and sastra.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Lecture, 17/3/71) 

Hence, one does not need to “verify” the 
bona fide spiritual master’s words with sadhu 
and Ssastra, since by definition, according to the 
quote above, they are already verified. Rather, 
such verification is only needed in order to de- 
termine whether or not a person claiming to 
be the guru is actually the bona fide spiritual 
master: 

“spiritual master is to be tested whether 
he is holy man, and whether there is corrob- 
oration in the statement of the scripture. 
Sadhu sastra guru vakya tinete koriya aikya. 
[...] The scripture should be consulted, and 
we should have to see whether it is corrob- 
orated. So we should not accept any man as 
spiritual master or holy man if he does not 
corroborate with the statement of the scrip- 
ture. He’s at once rejected.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Room Conversation, 11/5/69) 

But since Srila Prabhupada is a bona fide 
spiritual master who has already been accept- 
ed, there is no question of “testing” him using 
“guru, sadhu and sastra” to see if he should be 
accepted or rejected. Nor is he like the US Pres- 
ident who may “say anything”, nor do we need 
“guru, sadhu and sastra” to “protect” us from 
him just in case he could be a crazy cult leader. 

If MD and BVKS are still not sure that Srila 
Prabhupada is a bona fide spiritual master that 
they should accept, then they have no busi- 
ness even being his disciples. 

MD claims that a successor diksd guru or- 
der was given by Srila Prabhupada as follows: 


The order from Lord Caitanya referred to 
is from Cc., Madhya-lild, 7.128, where He says 
“become a spiritual master”, which MD claims 
Srila Prabhupada applied as follows: 


Thus, MD claims that this supposed diksa 
guru order from Srila Prabhupada was given 
for all of his disciples, which means it was also 
an order given to all of his female disciples. 

However, as we have pointed out before, 
BVKS is one of the leaders opposing female 
diksd gurus, and thus vehemently disagrees 
that Srila Prabhupada gave such a diks@ guru 
order for all his disciples as proposed by MD 
here (please see “Bewildered by Guru Lust”, 
BTP 71), and also see the article on page 5 re- 
garding male-diksd-guru-only proponents re- 
jecting this order of Lord Caitanya as an order 
for diksd gurus. Thus, MD’s argument that Srila 
Prabhupada gave such an order for everyone 
to become successor diksd gurus is denied by 
BVKS himself. Thus, we can simply rely on the 
sponsor of MD’s talk, BVKS, to defeat this point 
of MD's! 

Conclusion: We have frequently exposed 
BVKS’s inability to answer BTP’s arguments and 
have shown that he simply gets humiliated 
whenever he tries. BVKS has thus tried to “sub- 
contract” this task to MD. However, though 
BVKS organised MD's talk to try to defeat our 
position, key points that MD made are either 
self-defeated or defeated by BVKS himself. 
Thus, far from defeating the IRM, all they have 
managed to do is defeat themselves, whilst 
also making offensive attacks against Srila 
Prabhupada. Such is BVKS’s foolishness. BVKS 
has a history of this. In 2013, due to a mixture 
of illiteracy and desperation, he endorsed a 
paper titled “Defeat of Rtvik-Vada", which not 
only ended up conceding all the key conclu- 
sions of the IRM’s foundational document, The 
Final Order, but also stated that BVKS is an un- 
authorised deviant! (Our exposé of this, titled 
“ISKCON’s Illiteracy: A Stunning Case Study”, 
can be read here: iskconirm.com/illiteracy). 


Appreciation 


“Dear Krishnakant, 

Please accept my humble obeisances. 

All glories to Srila Prabhupada. 

Please forgive me for the offenses | have 
committed against you in the past. | was as 
puffed up as most ISKCON devotees. Unfortu- 
nately, | realized and admitted to myself far too 


Srila Prabhupada: 
The bona fide spiritual master 


late the corruption, cheating and arrogance of 
the ISKCON leaders. 

Your humble servant,” 

- Sacikumara Dasa, Marburg-Biedenkopf, Ger- 
many 

Editor replies: 

1) For an example of this devotee’s previ- 
ous views which he refers to above, this is a let- 
ter he had sent us, which we printed in B7P 28: 

“Please use your energy in spreading Krishna 
consciousness all over the world instead of dis- 
tributing such nonsense. It will be much better 
for you to publish magazines which attract peo- 
ple towards Krishna and not your envious ar- 
guments against the International Society for 
Krishna Consciousness.” 

2) We wish to thank Sacikumara Prabhu 
for his sincere apology. It takes both great hu- 
mility and bravery to admit openly when one 
has made such a serious error, especially in 
ISKCON. Hopefully his example will inspire oth- 
er devotees to do the same. 

Thank you. 

“Regarding your IRM Back To Prabhupada 
Issue 74, Vol. 3. WOW! Krishnakant, Prabhu, 
magnificent magazine, keep up the great ser- 
vice. Thank you great soul for publishing His 
Truth. Prabhu, should there ever be an oppor- 
tunity to shut all the mouths of ALL the hoax- 
ers, please call on me. 

Jayadvaita-—a third string typist who can 
now ruin whatever he wants. Says “baloney” 
in exclamation. This word is Vedic and pure, 
right? The Yamaditas will cause unimaginable, 
eternal suffering to all this garbage...who are 
these Mickey Mouse pip squeaks who “author- 
itatively” massacre and vandalize his books? 
How much do we pity the poor fools who ac- 
cept these ANIMALS as bona fide? 

By definition, “guru” does not make mis- 
takes, does not fall down. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 


www.iskconirm.com 
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BTP Interactive (continued) 


Srila Prabhupada: 
The guru who saves one from hell 


“Everyone become guru” means you 
preach; has nothing to do with diksd. | am the 
spiritual master in the campus where | live... 
even to those who are hostile. 

Srila Prabhupada always has been, is at 
present moment, and eternally will be, my, all 
of our, Living Guru. Prabhu, what's wrong with 
these people, no japa, no regs? 

“Join the thievery: ICC, IAC, FDG”. That’s 
funny, Prabhu. Yeah, a pretty practical and nec- 
essary contribution you and BTP make to me 
and ALL of US. Danke. 

Krishnakant, Prabhu, you must be the most 
advanced...you deal with these dumb animals 
every day. You never criticise them...You just 
point out what Srila Prabhupada says which 
exposes them as fools. How much greater fools 
follow these fools. 

P.S. Way, way, way back in the day, Mahat- 
ma broadcast at every moment how he need- 
ed some title after his name. He politicised day 
and night in LA. 

All the best,” 

- Ramai Devi Dasi, West Virginia, USA 

“Dear Krishnakant Prabhu, 

Hare Krsna, 

| have already received the new edition of 
BTP 75. Thank you. It is interesting to see how 
the GBC gurus are gradually being forced by 
IRM to admit that they are not real gurus. 

Thank you. Hare Krsna,” 

- Vaclav Dvorak, South Moravia, Czech Republic 

“Excellent publication!” 

- Eladio Ortega Lara, Madrid, Spain 

“These books are the best, please publish 
them in the Hindi language.” 

- Santosh Gopal Raikar, Uttara-Kannada, India 

“Hare Krishna, 

Please accept my obeisances. Jai Srila 
Prabhupada! 

Thank you for the new issue of Back To 
Prabhupada. Much appreciation for your great 


service to Srila Prabhupada and his transcen- 
dental mission. In the service of Srila Prabhu- 
pada and his vani,” 

- Rupavati Devi Dasi, Singapore 

“Dear Prabhu, 

Please accept my humble obeisances, all 
glories to Srila Prabhupada, our spiritual mas- 
ter. Thank you for your work. Your magazine is 
a highlight in my life. 

| took initiation in Sydney in 1983. Left the 
corruption in 1986. Have been in the wilder- 
ness ever since. Finding your work inspiring, 
trying to resuscitate my devotional creeper af- 
ter leaving the movement. We know now what 
happened but your work is joining all the dots 
together. Just another soul who was treated 
like a mushroom. Reading about the misdi- 
rection that has been, and is, taking place in 
ISKCON, hearing the truth, fearlessly written in 
your publication, is “rejuvenating”. 

Many thanks, and sincere respect for your 
service to Srila Prabhupada. Thanks to your ef- 
forts, we can all make the changes to re-estab- 
lish ISKCON. Save the planet. Chant Hare Krsna, 
Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, 
Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare. Would ap- 
preciate any copies of your Back To Prabhu- 
pada. Srila Prabhupada’s mission | hope will 
continue. Jaya Srila Prabhupada. Keep up the 
good work.” 

- Paul Jago, NSW, Australia 

“Received with thanks. Weekend reading 
sorted.” 

- Elizabeth Wittig, Watford, UK 

“Please send me whatever issues of Back To 
Prabhupdda that you can spare: I'll read them 
all from cover to cover; God-willing they will 
keep me motivated as an aspiring devotee. 
| firmly believe the BAD karma of the eleven 
zonal gurus has spread like cancer throughout 
the organization: everyone wants to be a BIG 
person in the movement, as opposed to keep- 
ing Srila Prabhupada as the center. | am done 
associating with ISKCON. Jayananda is still my 
childhood hero but | have not met a single 
devotee that exhibits his selfless attitude. 

| hope you continue to be the perpet- 
ual look-out against Gucci-slipper-wearing 
ISKCON bogus gurus. 

Thank you for your invaluable selfless ser- 
vice to the movement to expose the truth, 
even when most don’t want to hear it. 

Stay safe and be well, 

Thank you.” 

- Liam Devlin, Texas, USA 


“Thank you for your service to Srila Prabhu- 
pada.” 

- Stacy Naugle, Bristol, UK 

“Hare Krsna, ISKCON IRM. Keep up the 
good work!” 

- Sandy Quintana, Florida, USA 

“Thank you for your amazing service to 
Srila Prabhupada’s ISKCON and | am most 
grateful for your kindness to me. 

Your servant,” 

- Snana Yatra Dasa, Pennsylvania, USA 

“Thanks for your service.” 

- Yamaraja Dasa, Florida, USA 

“Hare Krishna, 

Being ever blessed to confirm the receipt 
of your document. 

With obeisances,” 

- Dr. Hari C. Kamali, Godawai, Nepal 

“Hare Krishna, Prabhus/Matdjis, 

Please accept my respectful obeisances 
unto all your lotus feet. 

| would like to congratulate you all on ded- 
icated service to our beloved Spiritual Master, 
His Divine Grace A.C. Bhaktivedanta Swami, 
Srila Prabhupada. May he be pleased with all 
your endeavors in trying to reinstate his posi- 
tion as the only DIKSA Guru of ISKCON. 

| really appreciate all your articles in the 
BTP. Forever grateful and indebted to IRM for 
saving me from hell by guiding me to the shel- 
ter of Srila Prabhupada. 

All glories to all Prabhus/Matajis who are 
dedicating their soul into bringing back Srila 
Prabhupada. 

All glories to BTP magazine, the brhad 
conch of truth. 

All glories to our beloved Spiritual Master, 
Srila Prabhupada. 

All glories to Sri Sri Guru and Gauranga. 

Hare Krishna,” 

- Jack Prasad, Suva, Fiji 

“As always, an interesting read. 

Many thanks. 

Best wishes and -of course- HARE KRISH- 
NA :)” 

- Clive Snowden, Berlin, Germany 

“Thank you very much for your continuous 
kind support.” 

- Dr. Ashish Mulraj Ved, Vrindavana, India 

“Hare Krishna, 

All glories to Srila Prabhupada. 

Thank you for the essential work and ser- 
vice you provide. 

Your humble servant,” 

- Morara Bhakti Dasa, Lancashire, UK 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 


We have continuously documented how 
ISKCON leaders have attacked, minimised and 
insidiously undermined Srila Prabhupada. 
Here are just a few examples: 

1) HH Hridayananda Dasa Goswami (“HD”): 
One can reject Srila Prabhupada’s teachings 
unless they are about “spiritual things” (BTP 
22) and he “doubts” even the spiritual pastime 
of Draupadi being disrobed (BTP 40). Agrees 
Srila Prabhupada was influenced by a “tradi- 
tional Indian background” (BTP 40), and claims 
Srila Prabhupada “mistranslates” (BTP 64). 

2) HG Drutakarma Dasa: Srila Prabhupada 
“mistaken” on “socially unacceptable” teach- 
ings; his statements explaining sastra can be 
rejected if on “non-siddhanta” matters (BTP 68). 
3) HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami: Srila Prabhupada 
contradicts himself and is like a skeleton from a 
horror film (BTP 40 & 71). See also the 5 new at- 
tacks on page 9 from a talk he sponsored. 

4) HH Bhakti Marga Swami: Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s books are “crass”, “harsh”, “embarrass- 
ing” and full of “dirty words” (BTP 67). 

5) Hari Parsada Dasa: Srila Prabhupada’s pur- 
ports not realised (B7P 63). 

6) HG Kripamoya Dasa & HG Narayani Devi 
Dasi: Srila Prabhupada’s teachings support 
whatever you want (BTP 40 & 74). 

7) HH Jayadvaita Swami: The chanting of 
Srila Prabhupada’s name and pranam mantra 
can be disturbing, cringe-inducing, hearing- 
beating and meditation-spoiling (B7P 66). 

8) HG Mahatma Dasa: “Controversial” state- 
ments in Srila Prabhupada’s books are a “prob- 
lem” and Srila Prabhupada would want them 
removed (BTP 69). 

These individuals are all GBC gurus, other 
than Hari Parsada Dasa who is a “core mem- 
ber” of the GBC’s “Sastric Advisory Council’. 

Now the attacks on Srila Prabhupada have 
gone into overdrive. All quotes in the shaded 
boxes are from a talk given by HD on 26/12/22. 


The escalated attack 


1) Any spiritual pastimes described by 

Srila Prabhupada may be incorrect as he 
does not check facts: 
“Prabhupada was not a fact checker about 
lila details [...] Prabhupada, he wasn’t a fact 
checker, it just wasn’t, you know, | mean, be- 
cause all the facts he really cared about were 
the Bhagavatam statements about God” 

2) Karna pastime is not Sastric but a tale 
Srila Prabhupada picked up as a kid: 
“Prabhupada said that Karna was called Karna 
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because he was born out of Kunti’s ear. [...] it’s 
impossible [...] there is a little summary of the 
Mahabharata in Bengali [...] that says that, and 
Prabhupada obviously heard that as a child. 
No acarya confirmation, any commentary, no 
sastra confirmation, but Prabhupada heard it 
as a child [...] and so he just went with it.” 

3) Srila Prabhupada is like “story-tell- 

ers” who are “casual” about /i/a details: 
“he [Srila Prabhupada] was a bit casual about 
these details. Another example of this is, you 
know, thousands of ISKCON devotees go to 
Vrndavana and there are great, you know, 
ISKCON storytellers in Vrndavana and they tell 
all these stories and no one ever asks, ‘where 
does that come from?’ [...] in other words, this 
very relaxed, casual...” 

4) Srila Prabhupada does not under- 
stand Bhagavatam or translate accurately: 
“in ‘76, he said, “Try to figure out the fifth can- 
to, | don’t know what it means.” Prabhupada 
said, “| just gave a rough translation” 

5) We need to “verify” Srila Prabhu- 

pada’s teachings against “every Sanskrit 
word”: 
“we can, and actually should, go back to the 
Gita to verify that, ‘Yes, actually every Sanskrit 
word in the Gita confirms what Prabhupada 
said” 

6) Srila Prabhupada’s preaching was 

like “throwing spaghetti”: 
“this ancient Aquarian gospel [...] Prabhupada 
went with it, you know, it’s just like “okay, | can 
use that ammo”. But then after a while some- 
one told Prabhupada actually that book was 
written about 50 years ago by some guy in Eu- 
rope and so Prabhupada stopped quoting it. 
He was just like, threw a bunch of spaghetti 
against the wall to see what would stick.” 


HD cannot prove his attacks 


HD has no proof to substantiate these at- 
tacks on Srila Prabhupada. Points 1-3 are all 
based on HD assuming that lila pastimes Srila 
Prabhupada gave in his purports must be 
wrong if they are not confirmed in the Bha- 
gavatam verses. But Srila Prabhupada does 
not contradict the Bhagavatam. Rather, Srila 
Prabhupada simply gives additional details, 
as the Bhagavatam does not claim to provide 
a complete account of the Mahabharata’s al- 
most 200,000 verses. 

And point 2’s claim that the origin of the 
Karna pastime is “obviously” something Srila 
Prabhupada heard as a child is just HD’s spec- 


Hridayananda Dasa Goswami (L): Attacks 
Srila Prabhupada on multiple fronts 


ulation, as he presents no evidence for it. Point 
4 is based only on what Srila Prabhupada sup- 
posedly “said” to HD and others, with no evi- 
dence for the same. Point 5 is contradicted by 
the fact that Srila Prabhupada specifically or- 
dered HD to stop learning Sanskrit! See Srila 
Prabhupada’s letter to him dated 6/8/72. In re- 
gard to point 6, contrary to what HD claims, 
Srila Prabhupada stated right at the outset 
about the “Aquarian” book that: 

“we don’t give any importance to that 
book.” 
(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 14/9/69) 


Attackers glorified in ISKCON 


The GBC (or anyone else) has not taken ac- 
tion against the individuals listed in this article 
for all the statements made-never mind de- 
fending Srila Prabhupada from these attacks. 
As usual, such defence of Srila Prabhupada is 
provided only by the IRM. Rather, these indi- 
viduals are still considered in ISKCON to be “as 
good as God” gurus or spiritual advisors, de- 
spite saying such things about Srila Prabhu- 
pada. HD even boasts about his attacks that: 
“I'm a loyal member of ISKCON [...] the /SKCON 
Communications Journal published my article 
on Prabhupada, in which | make [...] all these 
claims” 


Conclusion 


Any ISKCON supporter who reads this ar- 
ticle cannot claim that the Society is dedicat- 
ed to Srila Prabhupada, since these attacks on 
Srila Prabhupada are not actively censured by 
ISKCON’s leaders. Thus, if one continues to re- 
main a part of ISKCON, then one is also impli- 
cated in these attacks on Srila Prabhupada, 
due to one’s support of a Society which sup- 
ports those who engage in saying such things 
about Srila Prabhupada. BTP readers should 
show disciples of the GBC gurus or supporters 
of ISKCON this article and ask them how they 
can continue to support such a Society? 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — and be happy! 


www.iskconirm.com 
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Bhagavad-Gita “Editor” Needs To Read It! 


Hu Jayadvaita Swami (“JAS”) has become 
one of the most famous/infamous personali- 
ties in ISKCON due to the controversy over his 
having made thousands of “changes/edits” 
to Srila Prabhupada’s Bhagavad-gita As It Is. 
We have covered this topic in previous issues. 
However, regardless of the validity of JAS’s 
“editing”, having made so many changes to 
Srila Prabhupada’s Bhagavad-gita, JAS should 
at the very least be familiar with the contents 
of the book that he so very thoroughly “re- 
vised”. We shall see below if indeed that is the 
case, with the quotes in shaded boxes being 
from a “Questions and Answers” session which 
JAS gave on 2/12/22. 


Spiritual master never deviates 


JAS here claims that a bona fide spiritual 


master can deviate. What does the Bhagavad- 
gita he “edited” state?: 
“the conclusion is that a spiritual mas- 


ter who is one hundred percent Krsna con- 
scious is the bona fide spiritual master” 


(Bg., 2.8, purport) 

“A bona fide spiritual master is in the 
disciplic succession from time eternal, and 
he does not deviate at all from the instruc- 
tions of the Supreme Lord” 

(Bg., 4.42, purport) 

Note, in the quotes above, and those 
which follow, to make our points even strong- 
er against JAS, we will only quote from his “ed- 
ited” Bhagavad-gita, rather than the original. 
And yet, it still clearly states that the bona fide 
spiritual master will not fall down. 


Maya not affect spiritual master 


JAS references Bg., 7.14: “mama maya is 
daivi hy esa”. This verse states that: 

“This divine energy of Mine, consisting 
of the three modes of material nature, is dif- 
ficult to overcome.” 


JAS thus quotes it to support his conten- 
tion that a bona fide spiritual master can fall, 
since Krsna’s divine mayd energy is “difficult to 
overcome”. However, the purport to this verse 
clearly states that this verse is referring specif- 
ically only to the “conditioned soul”, and that 
therefore he needs to specifically be rescued 
by the bona fide spiritual master who is not 
conditioned: 

“it is to be understood that the condi- 
tioned soul is tightly tied by the ropes of il- 
lusion. A man bound by the hands and feet 
cannot free himself -he must be helped bya 


person who is unbound. Because the bound 


cannot help the bound, the rescuer must be 
liberated. Therefore, only Lord Krsna, or His 


bona fide representative the spiritual mas- 
ter, can release the conditioned soul.” 

Thus, far from Bg., 7.14 supporting the idea 
that a bona fide spiritual master can be over- 
come by may4, it actually states the exact op- 
posite: the spiritual master is the person who 
can help others be rescued from being over- 
come, specifically because he himself does not 
become similarly overcome. 


Does not refer to spiritual master 


JAS here refers to Bg., 9.30, which states: 
“Even if one commits the most abomi- 


nable action, if he is engaged in devotion- 
al service he is to be considered saintly be- 
cause he is properly situated in his determi- 
nation.” 

JAS quotes it to support his contention 
that, rather than automatically giving up 
the shelter of a deviant spiritual master, one 
should consider him saintly. However, as the 
purport to this verse explains, the verse applies 
specifically to one who is a conditioned soul: 

“Now, in the conditioned state, some- 


times devotional service and the condition- 
al service in relation to the body will paral- 
lel one another. [...] As long as one is not 
strong enough to fight the illusory ener- 
gy, there may be accidental falldowns. But 


when one is strong enough, he is no longer 
subjected to such falldowns, as previously 


explained.” 
Thus, this cannot even be referring to the 


: Jayadvaita Swami’s defiance of 
Srila Prabhupada detailed in this free book 
Ordered via website: iskconirm.com 
bona fide spiritual master, because, according 
to the quotes from the Bhagavad-gita given in 
the previous sections, he is not conditioned or 
subject to the illusory energy. Thus, this verse 
is not even relevant to the argument JAS is try- 
ing to make about a bona fide spiritual master. 


Reading all of Prabhupada’s books 


Though JAS does not appear to have even 
read Srila Prabhupada’s books carefully, he is 
keen to promote reading the books of others: 


JAS claims that there is no “Prabhupada 


rule” that you should at least read all of Srila 
Prabhupada’s books before reading anything 
else. Well, actually there is, and here it is. When 
the issue came up about whether the books 
of the previous dcaryas should be read, it was 
stated that one should follow the ‘Prabhupada 
rule’ that JAS claimed doesn’t exist: 

Jayadharma: “First of all we must read all 
your books.” 

Srila Prabhupada: “Yes.” 

(Morning Walk, 13/5/75) 

In the same conversation, it was also stat- 
ed by Srila Prabhupada that reading the books 
of the previous dcaryas “is already there” just 
by reading only all of his books, which is con- 
sistent with Srila Prabhupada’s many oth- 
er instructions that only his books should be 
read — please see here for the evidence: 

iskconirm.com/only 


Conclusion 


It would have been better for JAS to have 
read and understood the Bhagavad-gita in- 
stead of trying to find “errors” in it to “correct”. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 


In the article on page 5, we noted that we had 
previously documented how the GBC has con- 
cocted 10 different contradictory guru sys- 
tems over the years. This has happened be- 
cause there is no order from Srila Prabhupada 
to even have a successor guru system, period. 
And thus, this has meant that the GBC has had 
to concoct different systems due to this ab- 
sence of a diks@ guru order from Srila Prabhu- 
pada. They have concocted different systems 
varying from ‘only 11 men can be gurus’ to 
‘everyone including “grand-disciples” and fe- 
males can also become gurus’. This morass of 
mass confusion and contradiction has been 
noticed by those in ISKCON, and it prompted 
the following question to be asked of GBC vot- 
ed-in guru HH Sivarama Swami (“SRS”): 
“Why didn’t Srila Prabhupada give clear in- 
structions and training on which of his disci- 
ples could become diksda gurus before his dis- 
appearance in‘77?” 

The question assumes that successor diksa 
gurus were ordered by Srila Prabhupada, and 
therefore asks why didn’t he give “clear in- 
structions” on who could become a succes- 
sor diksa guru? All quotes in shaded boxes are 
from SRS’s podcast dated 3/11/22 in which he 
attempted to answer this question. 

The actual answer, of course, is obvious. 
Srila Prabhupada did not give “clear instruc- 
tions and training” on who should succeed 
him because he did not order such succession 
to begin with! 


We never asked 


“we didn’t get that kind of systematic training 
because we didn’t systematically approach, 
and Prabhupada says, ‘You be guru, you be 
spiritual master’, and we left it at that. We 
didn’t say, ‘Well, Prabhupada can you please 
train us? Can you please tell us, what about 
this? What about that? How many disciples 
should we take? What is the position of guru 
in relationship to the institution? Who, is any- 
body over the guru? Is the guru under the lo- 
cal GBC or management structure?’ So many 
questions that we could have asked” 
Acknowledging that the basis of the ques- 
tion-that Srila Prabhupada did not give “clear 
instructions” regarding who could succeed 
him -—is correct, SRS attempts to answer why 
this was the case, as the question had asked. 
1) SRS claims that the reason is because 
Srila Prabhupada was not asked the relevant 
questions regarding guru succession and how 
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it should have happened. But Srila Prabhu- 
pada gave clear teachings on all relevant sub- 
jects —that was his function, after all, as the 
Acarya of ISKCON -to set down exactly what 
he wanted to happen in ISKCON. He was not 
inert, waiting for the disciples to ask the cor- 
rect questions, otherwise he would say noth- 
ing. Not only would this have been a ridiculous 
way to run a Society, but it was not what Srila 
Prabhupada did. Otherwise, it would mean 
that Srila Prabhupada was lazy: 

“| need to give important instructions 
about guru-tattva - but | will only do it if |am 
asked - otherwise | won't bother!” 

2) SRS also accepts that Srila Prabhupada 
only said “be guru” and nothing else. This 
proves that Srila Prabhupada was only talking 
about preacher gurus (instructing gurus). Be- 
cause to be such a guru requires no further in- 
struction, but to be a successor diksd guru spe- 
cifically requires answers to the exact sort of 
questions SRS mentions that they did not ask. 
Hence, the fact that Srila Prabhupada did not 
give such information is proof it was because 
he was not ordering diksa gurus (and not be- 
cause Srila Prabhupada was too “lazy” to pro- 
vide such information-see point 1 above). 
Thus, Srila Prabhupada did not speak about 
how to “set up” successor diksd gurus because 
he did not want successor diksd gurus. Simple. 


Makes up answers 


“Prabhupada did give instructions here, there 
and even in '77. He gave quite a few instruc- 
tions. He talked about when someone could 
become a guru, either on his order, in his phys- 
ical presence, or in his physical absence, then 
that everybody could do it.” 

To try to make up for the fact that Srila 
Prabhupada gave no successor diksd guru or- 
ders, as admitted above, SRS resorts to lying. 

1) He falsely claims that Srila Prabhupada 
stated that a person could become a diksa 
guru “in his physical presence”. No such order 
exists. On the contrary, the very few times Srila 
Prabhupada spoke about diksa gurus in rela- 
tion to his disciples was to warn them not to 
do it in his physical presence -that at the very 
least they would need to wait until he physi- 
cally departed. 

2) SRS also has another reason for stat- 
ing this lie. Because he was the first to devi- 
ate from Srila Prabhupada’s “law of disciplic 
succession”, wherein Srila Prabhupada stated 
that one cannot be a diksda guru in their own 


£ No Diksa Guru Order Means No Diksa Gurus 


Srila Prabhupada: 
Ordered no successor diksa gurus 


guru's physical presence (Letter to Tusta Krsna 
Dasa, 2/12/75). In 2001, via a GBC Resolution, 
SRS’s disciple HH Maha Visnu Goswami be- 
came a diksd guru, even though SRS was phys- 
ically present. 


Answers in the books 


“Prabhupada did explain everything, and he 
explained everything in his books. So that if 
devotees really want to know what the quaiifi- 
cation of a spiritual master is, how they should 
conduct themselves, what their responsibil- 
ities are, then if we study Srila Prabhupada’s 
books then, and refer to other things that 
Prabhupada said, then we will get a pretty 
clear answer.” 

SRS also states that Srila Prabhupada did 
explain “everything in his books”. However, 
Srila Prabhupada’s books: 

1) Never state that the bona fide spiritual 
master is a conditioned soul -see previous ar- 
ticle. But, as we documented in last issue’s arti- 
cle “The Jackass and Clown Show”, SRS teaches 
the exact opposite: that a “good as God” diksa 
guru can actually even be a “clown”. 

2) Never even speak about Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s disciples succeeding him as diksda gurus, 
never mind giving details regarding how such 
a guru program would be instituted practical- 
ly. On the contrary, as we saw in the article on 
page 6, as confirmed by SRS’s own GBC guru 
colleague HG Kripamoya Dasa, when Srila 
Prabhupada spoke about the spiritual master, 
“he was talking about the guru which is him”. 


Conclusion 


Srila Prabhupada’s lack of “clear instruc- 
tions” regarding a successor diksa guru system 
for ISKCON is not a conundrum which needs to 
be solved. Such instructions do not exist pre- 
cisely because Srila Prabhupada did not order 
a successor diksd guru system. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — and be happy! 
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Quotes, Notes & News (QNN) 


Bypassing Srila Prabhupada 


During a discussion titled “Relationship with Srila Prabhupada” dated 
13/6/22, a very pertinent question was asked of GBC voted-in guru HH 


Niranhjana Swami (“NRS”): 


It is a fact that one must give one’s heart to one’s spiritual master 
and accept him as one’s life and soul. And, thus, immediately this ques- 
tion reveals the reality of how the GBC guru system is by its very na- 
ture designed to take us away from Srila Prabhupada, rather than bring 
us closer to him. In the article on page 4, we gave further evidence of 
how the GBC guru system disconnects rather than connects us to Srila 
Prabhupada. This question refers to the obstacles disciples of GBC gurus 
face in having to choose between Srila Prabhupada and their GBC guru, 
rather than GBC gurus enhancing the disciple’s relationship with Srila 
Prabhupada. This is only to be expected given that the GBC gurus are 
posing as direct “good as God” successors to Srila Prabhupada for their 
disciples, to whom the disciples must offer their devotion, food, daksina, 
etc., rather than to Srila Prabhupada. We documented this subject in de- 
tail in BTP 73 article “Srila Prabhupada v. GBC Gurus”. NRS’s answer to 
the above question is given in the shaded boxes below. 


Non-Sastric answer 


Thus, in response, NRS explained how he has sidelined Srila Prabhu- 
pada by jumping over him and focusing on reading the previous 


acaryas' works for the past two years, so that he ended up reading Srila 
Prabhupada’s books less. He admits that this could be seen as “bypass- 
ing Srila Prabhupada’”: 


But he then says that such reading was bona fide because Srila 
Prabhupada . However, NRS pro- 
vided no sastric references which prove his claim that such reading was 
bona fide. Rather, NRS admitted: 


Sastric answer 


NRS is correct that what he did can be seen as “bypassing” Srila 
Prabhupada, because it is. Srila Prabhupada taught that him “repre- 


— 


senting the parampara” means the exact opposite of what NRS claims: 

“Suppose | have heard something from my spiritual master, 
so | speak to you the same thing. So this is parampara system. You 
cannot imagine what my spiritual master said. Or even if you read 
some books, you cannot understand unless you understand it from 


me. [...] You cannot jump over to the superior guru, | mean to say, 


neglecting the next acarya, immediate next acarya. [...] This is the 
process.” 
(Srila Prabhupada Lecture, 8/12/73) 

That is, Srila Prabhupada representing the parampara means we un- 
derstand the previous dcaryas only through him, and do not “bypass” 
him to directly consult the previous Gcaryas’ teachings ourselves! The 
last issue’s article “Srila Prabhupada: The Giver of Sastra” proved this in 
detail. It is apt, therefore, that in answering a question about the unau- 
thorised GBC guru system, which is based on bypassing Srila Prabhu- 
pada, NRS’s answer is to talk about bypassing Srila Prabhupada! 


Cheating Double Standard 


A prominent proponent of FDGs (Female Diksd Gurus) is GBC voted- 
in guru HG Kalakantha Dasa (“KAL”). In an interview dated 30/1/23, 
when KAL felt that the interviewer was trying to explain away what KAL 
believed Srila Prabhupada had said in support of FDG, he responded 
very strongly that: 


However, in the same interview, when it came to the subject of Srila 
Prabhupada remaining ISKCON’s diksa@ guru via permanently using sen- 
ior disciples to accept disciples on his behalf, KAL claimed: 


1) However, here is what is actually stated in the July 9th, 1977, di- 
rective, counter-signed by Srila Prabhupada, about these “few senior 
disciples” who would act on Srila Prabhupada’s behalf: 

“He would appoint some of His senior disciples to act as “rit- 
tik” - representative of the acarya, for the purpose of performing 
initiations, both first initiation and second initiation.” 

Thus, it states only that they are to perform initiations, period. Not 
perform them only whilst Srila Prabhupada is “too ill”. Such a thing is 
not mentioned at all. Nor is there any mention that they would stop per- 
forming such initiations after Srila Prabhupada was not “too ill”. 

2) The directive also states that: 


“The newly initiated devotees are disciples of His Divine Grace 


A.C. Bhaktivedanta Swami Prabhupad [...] After the Temple Presi- 
dent receives a letter from these representatives giving the spirit- 


ual name or the thread, he can perform the fire yajna in the temple 
as was being done before.” 

a) Thus, under this arrangement, Srila Prabhupada would still be 
performing initiations as he would still be initiating new disciples just 
as he had always done. 

b) In terms of physically performing initiations via personally con- 
ducting the fire yajna, it states that these yajnas were anyway “being 
done before” by the Temple President rather than Srila Prabhupada. 

Thus, from every angle, it can be seen that this arrangement could 
definitely not have been a substitute for Srila Prabhupada now being 
“too ill” to “perform initiations”. 

KAL is thus guilty of engaging in the same practice he condemned 
when he believed it served to promote his FDG agenda: though one 
thing is actually said, to then claim it means something else. KAL is 
forced to engage in this cheating double standard because if Srila 
Prabhupada remains ISKCON’s diksd@ guru, then the need for FDGs (and 
male diksa gurus such as himself) is automatically eliminated anyway! 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — and be happy! 


Hypocrisy Used to Keep Srila Prabhupada Out 


Recently deceased GBC voted-in guru HH Kadamba Kanana Swami (“KKS”) preached shortly before his death that ISKCON devotees’ focus 
shouldn't only be on Srila Prabhupada: “it’s good to turn to Prabhupada, but not to just Prabhupada [...] we are not the International Society for 
Prabhupada Consciousness” (KKS, Zoom Meeting, 21/1/23. All quotes in shaded boxes are from this meeting). 

Instead, he claimed that devotees’ focus should also be on their GBC voted-in gurus, such as himself: “we worship Prabhupada, and our own 
spiritual masters.” 

KKS here used a highly inappropriate and illogical argument to try to diminish Srila Prabhupada and promote himself. From 1966 onwards, 
ISKCON also was not “the International Society for Prabhupada Consciousness”, but the focus was still only on Srila Prabhupada as the spiritual 
master who can lead us to Krsna. Hence, the fact that the objective and meaning of the name ISKCON is to achieve “Krsna consciousness”, has no 
bearing on who the guru one can follow to help us achieve that objective should be. Nor does it mean that it cannot only be Srila Prabhupada, but 
instead must include GBC gurus such as KKS. And, if we wish to make an argument based on what ISKCON is, then we must note that this Society 
for Krsna consciousness is Srila Prabhupada’s Society, as it is stamped everywhere via his “Founder-Acarya’ title that he is the Acarya of ISKCON 
(in addition to its Founder), which would actually support only focusing on Srila Prabhupada. Thus, not only is KKS’s attempt to try to argue against 
only focusing on Srila Prabhupada via using the meaning of the ISKCON acronym not valid, but, if anything, the true meaning of ISKCON means we 
should only focus on Srila Prabhupada as the Acarya of ISKCON who will lead us to Krsna. 


We need a GBC guru because Srila Prabhupada is not physically present 


KKS also stated that it is necessary to focus on GBC gurus such as himself rather than Srila Prabhupada because: 
“they are with us, they are here to respond to us, you know. Prabhupada, we cannot talk to him, he doesn’t talk to us. But our living spiritual mas- 
ter, he will respond to us.” 

KKS therefore claimed that, due to Srila Prabhupada having physically departed, we “cannot talk to him”, nor can he “talk to us”, and therefore 
we need the GBC's “living” (as in physically present) gurus to replace Srila Prabhupada, since they can respond to us. 


You need me as GBC guru even though | will not be physically present 


However, when earlier discussing the fact that he had been diagnosed with terminal cancer, with very limited time remaining, KKS claimed in 
regard to himself that his soon-to-be lack of physical presence will be no barrier to him acting as a spiritual master: 

“the foundation of everything that we do is taking shelter of the spiritual master. [...] and always consider him present. [...] The spiritual master is with 
us every moment. [...] how much time can we spend in the physical presence of our spiritual master? Limited. [...] the thing is this, Kadamba Kanana Swa- 
mi if he’s not going to live along time then what does that mean for the future and for association and how we're going to get instruction, inspiration and 
how is it all going to go on? [...] 1 will always be there, your diksa guru.” (KKS Lecture, 23/6/22) 

Thus, in response to the same issue of how a physically departed guru is going to “talk to us”, i.e. “how we're going to get instruction”, KKS gave 
a completely different answer now that the physically departed guru in question would be himself, rather than Srila Prabhupada! He here stated in 
regard to the physically departed spiritual master that we must “always consider him present” and that he “is with us every moment”, and that he 
“will always be there”. KKS had given the above explanation to justify why he conducted a rush initiation ceremony using “shortcuts” right after his 
terminal diagnosis, just so he could accept as many initiates as possible before his demise (see BTP 74 article “GBC Guru Proves He Is Not Needed’). 

Hence, KKS was stating that the fact that very soon we “cannot talk to him”, nor would he be able to “talk to us”, is irrelevant, and we do not 
need another guru who would still be physically present. But, when it came to Srila Prabhupada, he claimed this as being the very reason why we 
need to accept GBC gurus such as himself instead of Srila Prabhupada. Such a naked, contradictory, hypocritical and self-serving argument is itself 
a reason for why we actually do need to “turn to Prabhupada’”, and not the “living” GBC gurus. Because then we can benefit from the spiritual guid- 
ance of the perfect spiritual master, Srila Prabhupada, whose guidance will not be full of contradiction and hypocrisy. 
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